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Appendix table 6-15.
Human DNA sequence patents: Number of international patent families, by priority country and priority year

Priority country 1980 1981 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 Total

Total ......................................... 12 16 45 55 105 106 126 138 149 196 249 267 353 415 533 610 949 1,379 1,745 362 7,810
  United States ......................... 6 10 30 28 58 52 61 82 99 129 171 197 237 300 390 447 743 1,046 1,244 280 5,610
  Japan ..................................... 0 1 7 13 26 22 35 19 23 32 35 23 31 37 47 53 77 101 143 22 747
  Great Britain ........................... 6 5 6 5 8 11 9 12 4 11 10 13 22 26 39 31 46 74 113 23 474
  European Patent Office .......... 0 0 0 2 0 1 5 3 6 9 4 4 12 7 13 15 21 54 76 8 240
  Germany ................................ 0 0 1 2 3 5 3 8 1 3 12 6 9 13 13 25 25 30 61 11 231
  France .................................... 0 0 0 1 4 4 5 2 7 4 7 11 12 7 10 13 14 20 18 4 143
  Australia ................................. 0 0 1 1 2 1 2 4 0 0 2 5 3 1 4 10 7 11 5 0 59
  Israel ...................................... 0 0 0 1 1 4 0 0 3 2 0 0 4 7 7 3 3 4 11 4 54
  Denmark ................................ 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 1 4 2 3 2 6 6 2 0 1 4 11 3 48
  Canada .................................. 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 2 1 1 2 4 0 2 2 12 10 2 40
  Sweden .................................. 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 0 1 0 4 3 2 1 4 7 9 0 34
  Italy ........................................ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 2 10 1 3 1 0 3 5 1 29
  South Korea ........................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 3 10 1 19
  China ...................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 14 0 17
  Netherlands ............................ 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 3 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 9
  Switzerland ............................ 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 1 0 8
  New Zealand .......................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 1 2 1 7
  Austria .................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 2 1 0 6
  Patent Cooperation Treaty ..... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 1 1 0 5
  Spain ...................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 3 0 4
  Finland ................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 1 4
  Ireland .................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 4
  Norway ................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 2 0 4
  Belgium .................................. 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 3
  India ....................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 2
  Soviet Union .......................... 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
  Argentina ................................ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1
  Brazil ...................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
  Czech Republic...................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
  Cuba ...................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
  Honduras ............................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
  Mexico ................................... 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1
  Yugoslavia .............................. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

NOTES: Patents in a family are linked together through “priority” details.  Priority is established by the original patent application date in the first country where the application is filed.  The European
Patent Office (EPO) and the Patent Cooperation Treaty (PCT) represent two alternatives to filing multiple applications at individual patent country offices.  For these two filing routes, an applicant makes
an initial single filing at the responsible office (i.e., the European Patent Office for EPO applications and the World Intellectual Prpoperty Office (WIPO) for PCT applications).  The applicant indicates the
member countries in which it wishes to seek protection by listing the appropriate designated states on the application.  In the past, applicants using these routes generally filed priority applications in
their home country and then filed at the EPO and/or PCT.  Increasingly, however, applicants are filing priority applications through these two venues, rather than through their home country.  For this
reason, the EPO or PCT shows as “priority country” in some tables.

SOURCE: International Analysis of Human DNA Sequence Patenting, submitted to the National Science Foundation by Mogee Research and Analysis Associates (Reston, VA, April 10, 2001).
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